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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-3, 8, 12-13, 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent No. U.S. Patent No. 6,014,669 to Slaughter et al in view of U.S. Patent Application 
No. 2003/0009761 to Miller et al. 

a. As per claim 1 , Slaughter et al teaches a highly- available distributed cluster 
configuration database. Furthermore, Slaughter et al teaches a first server that provides a first 
service and includes a first configuration database; a second server, connected to said first server, 
that provides a second service and includes a second configuration database (See col. 3, lines 63- 
65, Cluster configuration database stores data such as configuration parameters and runtime 
data), wherein when said first and second servers boot up, said first and second servers compare 
said first and second configuration databases (See col. 12, lines 50-55, the copies of the 
configuration database on each node are then compared to determine whether each node has a 
consistent a copy of the configuration database) . However, Slaughter et al failed to teach 
wherein the network is a network for a mobile platform. 

Miller et al teaches a network for a mobile platform (See page 1, paragraph [0006]). 
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It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate wherein the network is for a mobile platform as taught by Miller et al 
in the claimed invention of Slaughter et al in order to provide two-way communication, data and 
entertainment for mobile passengers (See page 1, paragraph [0006]). 

b. As per claim 12, Slaughter et al teaches a highly-available distributed cluster 
configuration database. Furthermore, Slaughter et al teaches a method or initializing a network 
comprising: connecting first and second servers; powering on said first and second servers; 
providing a first service with said first server that includes a first configuration database (See col. 
3, lines 63-65, Cluster configuration database stores data such as configuration parameters and 
runtime data); providing a second service with said second server that includes a second 
configuration database; comparing said first and second configuration databases (See col. 12, 
lines 50-55, the copies of the configuration database on each node are then compared to 
determine whether each node has a consistent a copy of the configuration database) when said 
first and second servers boot up and complete self-testing (See col. 5, lines 25-30). However, 
Slaughter et al failed to teach wherein the network is a network for a mobile platform. 

Miller et al teaches a network for a mobile platform (See page 1, paragraph [0006]). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate wherein the network is for a mobile platform as taught by Miller et al in 
the claimed invention of Slaughter et al in order to provide two-way communication, data and 
entertainment for mobile passengers (See page 1, paragraph [0006]). 
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c. As per claim 2, Slaughter et al in view of Miller et al teaches the claimed invention as 
described above. Furthermore, Slaughter et al teaches wherein said comparison occurs after boot 
up and self-testing (See col. 5, lines 25-30). 

d. As per claims 3 and 13, Slaughter et al in view of Miller et al teaches the claimed 
invention as described above. Furthermore, Slaughter et al teaches wherein if said first and 
second configuration databases do not match, one of said first and second configuration 
databases having an older update date is replaced with the other of said first and second 
configuration databases having a newer update date (See col. 8, lines 20-30). 

e. As per claims 8 and 18, Slaughter et al in view of Miller et al teaches the claimed 
invention as described above. Furthermore, Slaughter et al teaches a third server, connected to 
said first and second servers, that provides a third service and includes a third configuration 
database (See col. 3, lines 39-67). 

3. Claims 4 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent No. U.S. Patent No. 6,014,669 to Slaughter et al in view of U.S. Patent Application No. 
2003/0009761 to Miller et al as applied to claim 8 above, and further in view of U.S. Patent 
application No. 2003/0014526 to Pullara et al. 
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a. As per claims 4 and 14, Slaughter et al in view of Miller et al teaches the claimed Glenn 
invention as described above. However, Slaughter et al in view of Miller et al failed to teach 
wherein a first of said first and second servers to boot up and complete self-testing is designated 
a primary server. 

Pullara et al teaches wherein a first of said first and second servers to boot up and 
complete self-testing is designated a primary server (See page 3, paragraph [0038]). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate wherein a first of said first and second servers to boot up and complete 
self-testing is designated a primary server as taught by Pullara et al in the claimed invention of 
Slaughter et al in view of Miller et al in order to provide redundancy for a client network session 
(See page 1, paragraph [0003]). 

4. Claims 6-7 and 15-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent No. U.S. Patent No. 6,014,669 to Slaughter et al in view of U.S. Patent Application 
No. 2003/0009761 to Miller et al as applied further in view of U.S. Patent application No. 
2003/0014526 to Pullara et al to claim 4 above, and further in view of U.S. Patent 5,852,724 to 
Glenn, II et al. 

a. As per claims 6 and 16, Slaughter et al in view of Miller et al teaches the claimed 
invention as described above. However, Slaughter et al in view of Miller et al failed to teach 
wherein if said first server does not boot up and complete self-testing, said second server 
performs a subset of said first service. 
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Glenn, II et al teaches a system and method for server backup. Furthermore, Glenn, II et 
al teaches wherein if said first server does not boot up and complete self-testing, said second 
server performs a subset of said first service (See col. 9, lines 15-39). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate wherein if said first server does not boot up and complete self-testing, 
said second server performs a subset of said first service as taught by Glenn, II et al in the 
claimed invention of Slaughter et al in view of Miller et al in order to provide fail over capability 
from a primary server to a secondary server (See col. 1, lines 8-10) 

b. As per claims 7 and 17, Slaughter et al in view of Miller et al teaches the claimed 
invention as described above. However, Slaughter et al in view of Miller et al failed to teach 
wherein if said second server does not boot up and complete self-testing, said first server 
performs a subset of said second service. 

Glenn, II et al teaches a system and method for server backup. Furthermore, Glenn, II et 
al teaches wherein if said second server does not boot up and complete self-testing, said first 
server performs a subset of said second service (See col. 9, lines 15-39). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate wherein if said second server does not boot up and complete self- 
testing, said first server performs a subset of said second service as taught by Glenn, II et al in 
the claimed invention of Slaughter et al in view of Miller et al in order to provide fail over 
capability from a primary server to a secondary server (See col. 1, lines 8-10). 
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c. As per claim 15, Slaughter et al in view of Miller et al teaches the claimed Glenn 
invention as described above. However, Slaughter et al in view of Miller et al failed to teach 
wherein said primary server tracks network status. 

Glenn, II et al teaches a system and method for server backup. Furthermore, Glenn, II et 
al teaches wherein said primary server tracks network status 9See col. 9, lines 3-5). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate wherein said primary server tracks network status as taught by Glenn, II 
et al in the claimed invention of Slaughter et al in view of Miller et al in order to provide fail 
over capability from a primary server to a secondary server (See col. 1, lines 8-10) 

5. Claims 9-10 and 19-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent No. U.S. Patent No. 6,014,669 to Slaughter et al in view of U.S. Patent Application 
No. 2003/0009761 to Miller et al as applied to claim 8 above, and further in view of U.S. Patent 
Application No. 2002/0178451 to Ficco. 

a. As per claims 9 and 19, Slaughter et al in view of Miller et al teaches the claimed 
invention as described above. However, Slaughter et al in view of Miller et al failed to teach 
wherein said mobile platform is an aircraft and one of said first, second and third servers is a web 
server. 

Ficco teaches a method, system and computer program product for aircraft multimedia 
distribution. Furthermore, Ficco teaches wherein said mobile platform is an aircraft and one of 
said first, second and third servers is a web server (See page 1, paragraph [0008]). 
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It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate wherein said mobile platform is an aircraft and one of said first, second 
and third servers is a web server as taught by Ficco in the claimed invention of Slaughter in view 
of Miller in order to improve aircraft multimedia distribution (See page 1, paragraph [0007]). 

b. As per claims 10 and 20, Slaughter et al in view of Miller et al teaches the claimed 
invention as described above. However, Slaughter et al in view of Miller et al failed to teach 
wherein said mobile platform is an aircraft and one of said first, second and third servers is a 
media server. 

Ficco teaches a method, system and computer program product for aircraft multimedia 
distribution. Furthermore, Ficco teaches wherein said mobile platform is an aircraft and one of 
said first, second and third servers is a media server (See page 1, paragraph [0009]). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate wherein said mobile platform is an aircraft and one of said first, second 
and third servers is a media server as taught by Slaughter et al in view of Miller et al in order to 
improve aircraft multimedia distribution (See page 1, paragraph [0007]). 

6. Claims 1 1 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent No. U.S. Patent No. 6,014,669 to Slaughter et al in view of U.S. Patent Application No. 
2003/0009761 to Miller et al as applied to claim 8 above, and further in view of U.S. Patent 
Application No. 2001/0027378 to Tennison et al. 
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a. As per claims 1 1 and 21, Slaughter et al in view of Miller et al teaches the claimed 
invention as described above. However, Slaughter et al in view of Miller et al failed to teach 
wherein said mobile platform is an aircraft and one of said first, second and third servers is a data 
transceiver server. 

Tennison et al teaches collecting and reporting information concerning mobile assets. 
Furthermore, Tennison et al teaches wherein said mobile platform is an aircraft and one of said 
first, second and third servers is a data transceiver server (See page 3, paragraph [0023]). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate wherein said mobile platform is an aircraft and one of said first, second 
and third servers is a data transceiver server as taught by Tennison et al in view of Slaughter et al 
in view of Miller et al. in order to provide remote bi-directional communications (See page 3, 
paragraph [0023]). 

7. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 
U.S. Patent No. 6,014,669 to Slaughter et al in view of U.S. Patent Application No. 
2003/0009761 to Miller et al as applied further in view of U.S. Patent application No. 
2003/0014526 to Pullara et al to claim 4 above, and further in view of U.S. Patent 5,852,724 to 
Glenn, II et al. 

a. As per claims 5 and 15, Slaughter et al in view of Miller et al and further in view of 
Pullara et al teaches the claimed Glenn invention as described above. However, Slaughter et al 
in view of Miller et al failed to teach wherein said primary server tracks network status. 
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Glenn, II et al teaches a system and method for server backup. Furthermore, Glenn, II et 
al teaches wherein said primary server tracks network status (See col. 9, lines 3-5). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate wherein said primary server tracks network status as taught by Glenn, II 
et al in the claimed invention of Slaughter et al in view of Miller et al and further in view of 
Pullara et al in order to provide fail over capability from a primary server to a secondary server 
(See col. 1, lines 8-10) 



Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

U.S. Patent No. 5,913,164 to Pawa et al teaches a mobile satellite system and a mobile 
communication system. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Djenane M Bayard whose telephone number is (571) 272-3878. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday- Friday 5:30 AM- 3:00 PM.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on (571) 272-3880. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 



Application/Control Number: 10/054,839 



Page 1 1 



Art Unit: 2141 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Djenane Bayard 
Patent Examiner 




